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OUR  COMBINED  MAGAZINE 


THE  FAITH  AND  SOUTHERN  BAPTISTS,  which  for  twelve 
years  has  been  published  and  edited  by  I.  W.  Rogers,  of  Paducah, 
Kentucky,  and  the  SOUTHERN  BAPTIST  FREE  PRESS,  which 
for  nine  months  has  been  published  by  the  "Committee  for  Baptist 
Church  Autonomy,  Inc.,"  with  headquarters  in  High  Point,  North 
Carolina,  have  combined  into  one  magazine.  The  combined  pub- 
lication, of  which  this  is  the  first  issue,  will  be  published  monthly. 
It  is  called:  THE  FAITH  AND  FREE  PRESS.  This  combined  mag- 
azine becomes  the  official  organ  of  the  "Committee  for  Baptist 
Church  Autonomy,  Inc."  It  will  have  as  Editor  James  M.  Bulman, 
who  has  edited  the  paper  heretofore  published  by  that  committee; 
while  I.  W.  Rogers  will  be  the  Associate  Editor. 

While  the  two  separately  published  magazines  have  not  been 
altogether  similar,  it  is  believed  that  there  has  been  a  common  basic 
emphasis  such  as  to  make  the  combination  of  the  two  magazines 
both  appropriate  and  advisable.  THE  FAITH  AND  SOUTHERN 
BAPTISTS  has  sought  to  stress  the  crucial  importance  of  preserving 
the  historic  faith  of  Southern  Baptists.  The  SOUTHERN  BAP- 
TIST FREE  PRESS  has  sought  to  emphasize  historic  Baptist  prin- 
ciples as  they  are  related  especially  to  the  freedom  of  the  local 
church  and  to  the  maintenance  of  a  free  Baptist  press.  As  is  sug- 
gested by  the  title,  these  emphases  of  the  two  separately  published 
magazines  will  be  continued  by  the  combined  publication:  THE 
FAITH  AND  FREE  PRESS. 

The  new  magazine  will  be  classified  according  to  volume  and 
number  by  continuing  the  classification  of  the  older  of  the  separately 
published  magazines. 

The  combined  magazine  will  have  a  subscription  price  of  $2.00 
a  year,  or  three  years  for  $5.00.  All  subscribers  to  the  separately  pub- 
lished magazines  will  be  served  by  this  combined  magazine  through- 
out the  period  covered  by  their  subscriptions.  Those  who  have  sub- 
scribed to  both  of  the  separately  published  magazines  will  be  served 
by  the  combined  magazine  for  the  total  number  of  months  repre- 
sented by  both  subscriptions. 

In  this  time  of  difficulty  for  magazine  publication,  as  is  evi- 
denced by  the  discontinuation  in  recent  months  of  three  of  the  best- 
known  secular  magazines,  we  call  upon  all  people  who  are  interested 
in  what  this  paper  represents  to  stand  by  us  with  their  prayers  and 
support  in  whatever  way  possible. 

James  M.  Bulman,  Editor 

I.  W.  Rogers,  Associate  Editor 


In  this  Issue  .... 

"Where  does  the  EXECUTIVE  SECRETARY  of  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  S.  B.  C.  Stand  on  the  AUTONOMY  ISSUE"? 
Also  several  other  features 
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Associate  Editor  $5.00  for  three  years 

Official  Organ  of  the  "COMMITTEE  FOR  BAPTIST  CHURCH  AUTONOMY,  INC." 
Security  Bank  Building,  High  Point,  N.  C. 

"I  was  constrained  to  write  unto  you  exhorting  you  to  contend  earnestly  for  the 
faith  which  was  once  for  all  delivered  to  the  saints."  Jude  3.  (ASV.) 

"Stand  fast  therefore  in  the  Liberty  wherewith  Christ  hath  made  us  free,  and  be 
not  entangled  again  with  the  yoke  of  bondage."  Galatians  5:1  (A.V.) 


For  readers  of  this  new  magazine  who 
might  not  be  too  familiar  with  the  COMMIT- 
TEE FOR  BAPTIST  CHURCH  AUTON- 
OMY, INC.,  a  few  words  about  this  organiza- 
tion should  be  in  order. 

This  organization  was  incorporated  on 
April  17,  1956.  As  stated  in  the  papers  of  in- 
corporation, "The  Corporation  is  to  have  and 
issue  no  capital  stock  and  is  not  organized  for 
the  purpose  of  profit  or  gain  to  the  members." 
In  addition  to  the  aim  to  "promote,  foster, 
encourage  and  establish  a  free  and  impartial 
Baptist  press,"  the  charter  of  incorporation 
listed  as  the  objects  of  the  Corporation  the 
following:  "to  promote  in  every  way  the  best 
interest  of  the  Baptist  Denomination;  to  pre- 
serve and  continue  democracy  in  all  activities 
of  the  Baptist  Denomination;  to  fully  restore, 
establish,  maintain  and  preserve  autonomy  of 
the  local  Baptist  Churches,  as  self-governing, 
independent  and  religious  Congregations;  and 
to  oppose  improper  and  unwarranted  eccelsias- 
tical  authority  and  protect  Baptist  integrity  in 
all  areas  of  denominational  life." 

Officers  of  the  organization  are  as  follows: 
President,  Mr.  David  Heitman,  Lexington,  N. 
C;  Vice  President,  Mr.  William  C.  Lassiter, 
Raleigh,  N.  C;  General  Secretary,  Dr.  C.  K. 
Rand,  High  Point,  N.  C;  Treasurer,  Rev. 
Woodrow  Robbins,  High  Point,  N.  C;  Publi- 
cations Secretary,  Dr.  James  M.  Bulman,  East 
Spencer,  N.  C;  Promotional  Secretary,  Rev. 
Charles  Pierce,  Greensboro,  N.  C;  Member- 
ship Secretary,  Rev.  J.  T.  Davis,  Hinton,  West 
Va.  (J.  M.  B.) 


The  two  passages  of  Scripture  printed 
above  are  intended  to  indicate  the  theme  of 
this  new  publication,  THE  FAITH  AND 
FREE  PRESS. 

To  appreciate  the  meaning  of  the  verse 
from  Jude,  the  preceding  statement  from  that 
book  must  be  read.  Jude  states:  "Beloved, 
While  I  was  giving  all  diligence  to  write  unto 
you  of  our  common  salvation,  I  was  constrained 
to  write  unto  you  exhorting  you  to  contend 
earnestly  for  the  faith  .  .  ."  This  seems  to  in- 
dicate that  when  Jude  commenced  to  urge  his 
reader  to  contend  for  the  faith,  he  was  chang- 


ing from  the  purpose  which  he  originally  had 
in  mind  in  writing  this  epistle.  As  stated  in  the 
scholarly  Expositor's  Greek  Testament,  "He 
had  been  intending  to  write  to  them  on  that 
which  is  the  common  interest  of  all  Christians, 
salvation  through  Christ,  but  was  compelled  to 
abandon  his  intention"  for  some  reason,  per- 
haps because  of  news  recently  received  of  some 
special  danger  threatening  the  gospel;  thus 
"his  duty  now  was  to  stir  up  the  faithful  to 
defend  their  faith  against  insisious  assaults  .  .  ." 
The  Greek  Expositors  Testament  also  gives 
the  explanation  that  the  precise  meaning  of 
the  language  "implies  that  the  new  epistle  had 
to  be  written  at  once  and  could  not  be  pre- 
pared for  at  leisure,  like  the  one  he  had  pre- 
viously contemplated.  It  was  no  welcome  task: 
'necessity  was  laid  upon  him'."  ...  If  this 
magazine  should  seem  too  prone  to  be  contro- 
versial, may  the  reader  realize  that,  while  it 
would  be  more  pleasant  to  be  engaged  in  a  less- 
argumentative  task,  there  have  arisen  crucial 
dangers  that  so  threaten  our  Southern  Baptist 
work  as  to  make  it  imperative  that  we  utter 
the  exhortation  "to  contend  earnestly  for  the 
faith." 

The  sense  of  the  verse  from  Galatians  is 
that  we  are  "to  be  firm  and  unyielding  in  main- 
taining the  great  principles  of  Christian  lib- 
erty" (Albert  Barnes).  While  the  liberty  that 
is  here  spoken  of  is  exemption  from  observing 
certain  ceremonies  of  the  Old  Testament  law, 
still — as  John  Calvin  has  said — "such  liberty 
is  only  a  part  of  that  which  Christ  hath  pro- 
cured for  us."  And  Calvin  goes  on  to  point  out 
that  such  liberty  involves  the  freedom  of  con- 
science from  any  mere  human  authority:  "For 
if  men  lay  upon  our  shoulders  an  unjust  bur- 
den, it  may  be  borne;  but  if  they  endeavour 
to  bring  our  consciences  into  bondage,  we  must 
resist  valiantly,  even  to  death."         (J.  M.  B.) 


ABOUT  ADVERTISING:  Our  commit- 
tee's new  literary  organ  will  adopt  the  policy 
which  has  been  followed  by  The  Faith  and 
Southern  Baptists  in  that  advertising  will  be 
included  in  the  paper.  THE  FAITH  AND 
FREE  PRESS  will  seek  to  do  this  in  accord- 
ance with  the  aim  of  having  a  "free  and  im- 
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partial  Baptist  press."  With  space  permitting, 
ads  may  be  purchased  except  where  the  ma- 
terial for  advertising  is  deemed  libelous  or 
morally  objectionable.  The  fact  that  an  ad  ap- 
pears in  these  pages,  therefore,  is  not  neces- 
sarily to  be  taken  as  defining  the  editorial  posi- 
tion of  this  paper  in  reference  to  what  is  ad- 
vertised. (J.  M.  B.) 


WHAT  READERS  ARE  SAYING  . . 

(The  following  are  comments  concerning 
the  Southern  Baptist  Free  Press) 

A  reader  in  GEORGIA  writes  of  the  paper: 
"J  heartily  agree  with  it"  An  ILLINOIS  min- 
ister says  of  it:  "I  feel  that  it  meets  a  definite 
need  of  this  hour."  From  FLORIDA:  "I  love 
your  paper."  .  .  .  However,  a  minister  in 
TEXAS  says:  '7  am  sincerely  and  devoutly  re- 


questing  that  my  name  he  taken  from 
your  mailing  list.  .  .  .  I  do  not  want  my  mind 
cluttered  up  with  vindictive  literature  like  the 
enclosed"  [The  "enclosed"  was  the  February 
issue,  which  the  brother  was  returning — and  by 
air  mail.].  ...  A  minister  in  VIRGINIA  says 
of  the  cartoon  in  the  February  issue:  "It  was 
a  'corker.'  Some  state  secretaries  and  editors 
will  not  like  it.  Too  much  truth  in  it!"  ...  A 
MISSOURI  minister  writes  of  the  Feb.  issue: 
"I  can  imagine  how  the  denominational  bosses 
are  chewing  the  hits  and  frothing  at  the 
mouth."  .  .  .  From  ILLINOIS,  "In  this  state 
many  stories  have  been  in  circulation  about 
Murrie's  resignation  and  none  seem  to  state 
the  real  reason  but  only  tend  to  build  up  the 
state  office.  I  am  striving  to  get  your  paper 
into  the  hands  of  as  many  as  possible  in  order 
that  they  might  know  the  truth/'  


DR.   HALL   WINS   HIS  CASE 


Dr.  Lemuel  Hall,  the  Southern  Baptist 
Chaplain  who  was  dismissed  from  his  position 
following  the  withdrawing  of  his  "ecclesias- 
tical endorsement"  by  the  Chaplains  Com- 
mission, a  departmnet  of  the  Home  Mission 
Board  of  the  S.  B.  C,  has  been  restored  to  the 
chaplaincy. 

Reference  was  made  to  this  case  in  the  Feb- 
ruary issue  of  the  Southern  Baptist  Free  Press 
in  the  story  on  the  enforced  resignation  of  B. 
f.  Murrie  as  Editor  of  the  Illinois  Baptist  state 
paper.  As  has  already  been  brought  out,  this 
whole  episode  is  of  considerable  importance  in 
that  it  involves  the  issues  of  the  autonomy  of 
the  local  church,  separation  of  church  and 
state,  and  freedom  of  the  Baptist  denomina- 
tional press.  And  from  the  recent  statement  of 
the  decision  on  the  part  of  the  highest  au- 
thority in  Civil  Service,  the  Board  of  Appeals 
and  Review,  it  seems  that  this  case  very  defi- 
nitely involves  the  issue  of  common  decency. 

Dr.  Hall  was  removed  by  the  Veterans  Ad- 
ministration on  Dec.  31,  1954,  on  the  ground 
that  his  ecclesiastical  endorsement  had  not 
been  renewed.  Following  Dr.  Hall's  appeal,  the 
U.  S.  Civil  Service  Commission's  Board  of  Ap- 
peals and  Review  issued  a  decision  to  the  effect 
that  he  should  be  restored  to  duty  "because 
the  notice  of  proposed  removal  of  Nov.  29, 
1954,  failed  to  include  'any  and  all  reasons' 
for  the  action,  as  required  by  Section  14  of 
the  Veterans'  Preference  Act  of  1944."  Fol- 
lowing his  restoration  to  duty,  however,  Dr. 
Hall  was  removed  again  by  the  Veterans  Ad- 
ministration, on  May  11,  1956,  "on  the  basis 
of  the  fact  of  his  not  having  been  endorsed 
by  the  Chaplains  Commission  for  1956."  And 
now  the  Board  of  Appeals  and  Review  has 
awarded  him  a  favorable  decision  for  the  sec- 


ond time,  ordering  that  he  be  restored  to  his 
former  position  as  Chaplain  at.  the  Veterans 
Administration  hospital  at  Oteen,  N.  C.  The 
order  directed  that  he  be  restored  retroactive 
to  the  date  of  his  separation,  with  all  back 
pay,  which  will  be  approximately  $5,000. 
Excuse  For  Removal 
According  to  what  is  stated  in  the  recent 
decision  of  the  Board  of  Appeals  and  Review, 
the  Veterans  Administration  succeeded  in  get- 
ting the  Chaplains  Commission  to  refuse  eccle- 
siastical endorsement  to  Dr.  Hall  so  as  to  pro- 
vide some  "reason"  for  removing  him.  The  de- 
cision states  that  certain  complaints  against 
Dr.  Hall 

"were  addressed  by  officials  of  the  Vet- 
erans Administration  to  the  Chaplains 
Commission  of  the  Southern  Baptist 
Convention  and  were  accompanied  by  re- 
quests that  his  ecclesiastical  endorsement 
be  not  renewed.  .  .  .  The  Veterans  Ad- 
ministration .  .  .  sought  his  removal  by,  in 
effect,  soliciting  a  withholding  of  the  re- 
quired ecclesiastical  endorsement  and,  hav- 
ing obtained  it,  USING  THE  OSTENSI- 
BLE FACT  OF  SUCH  NON-REEN- 
DORSEMENT  AS  THE  REASON  FOR 
HIS  REMOVAL. 

"The  Board  [has  previously]  concluded 
that  in  the  absence  of  this  Veterans  Ad- 
ministration action,  the  Southern  Baptist 
Chaplains  Commission,  in  all  probability, 
would  not  have  denied  Dr.  Hall  ecclesias- 
tical endorsement  and  that,  accordingly, 
he  had  not  been  informed  in  the  notice 
of  'any  and  all  reasons'  for  the  action,  al- 
though he  was  entitled  to  all  such  reasons 
under  express  provisions  of  Section  14  of 
the  Veterans'  Preference  Act.  .  .  . 
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"In  Dr.  Hall's  case  ...  it  must  be  con- 
cluded that  the  ULTIMATE  AND 
TRUE  REASON  FOR  HIS  REMOVAL 
in  1956,  as  in  1954,  was  the  Veterans  Ad- 
ministration's own  and  WAS  OTHER 
THAN  THE  MERE  NON-RENEWAL 
OF  DENOMINATIONAL  ENDORSE- 
MENT. Since  such  OTHER  reason  is  not 
stated  in  any  of  the  notices  intended  to 
comply  with  the  statutory  procedural  re- 
quirements, his  rights  were  violated  in 
that  he  was  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to 
take  issue  with  such  OTHER  reason  ..." 
(emphasis  supplied). 

"VICIOUS" 

Under  the  caption  "Vicious,"  the  recent 
March  issue  of  The  American  Legion  Maga- 
zine thus  states  the  matter: 

"The  viciousness  in  some  [Federal] 
agencies  is  appalling.  In  one  case  a  gov- 
ernment-employed veteran  chaplain  with 
an  invalid  wife  was  fired  by  his  agency  on 
charges  that  his  denomination  had  with- 
drawn its  endorsement  of  him.  The 
Legion  got  his  job  back  when  it  showed 
that  agency  officials  had  gone  out  of  their 
way  to  COERCE  improper  persons  IN 
THE  DENOMINATION  to  withdraw 
sanction  of  the  chaplain,  simply  to  provide 
a  'legitimate'  excuse  for  firing  him"  (em- 
phasis supplied). 

But  if  such  action  on  the  part  of  certain 
federal  officials  should  be  termed  'Vicious," 
what  term  would  be  fitting  for  those  persons 
"in  the  denomination"  who  would  submit  to 
such  "coercion"  in  order  to  provide  a  "legiti- 
mate excuse"  for  the  firing  of  a  Southern  Bap- 
tist chaplain? 

And  must  it  be  left  up  to  The  American 
Legion  Magazine  to  "go  to  bat"  for  a  Southern 
Baptist  chapl?in,  while  the  situation  among 
Southern  Baptists  is  such  that  it  appears  un- 
safe for  an  editor  of  a  state  paper  even  to  ask 
questions  about  the  case?  As  was  revealed  in 
the  February  issue  of  Southern  Baptist  Free 
Press,  after  one  of  the  Southern  Baptist  editors 
privately  raised  some  questions  abou^  this  mat- 
ter before  DR.  ALFRED  CARPENTER,  Di- 
rector of  the  Southern  Baptist  Chaplains 
Commission,  within  three  weeks  this  editor 
was,  as  he  himself  has  related,  "called  in"  and 
"given  the  ultimatum"  —  which  consisted  of 
the  choice  of  "resigning  or  being  removed  from 
office." 

All  of  this  should  provide  a  most  interest- 
ing background  for  the  meeting  of  the  com- 
mittee of  five  which  has  been  appointed  by 
the  Executive  Committee  of  the  S.  B.  C.  "to 
study  the  matter  of  policies  of  the  Chaplains 
Commission."  The  meeting  is  to  be  in  Nash- 
ville, Tenn.,  on  April  3;  and  our  understanding 
is  that  this  is  to  be  an  open  meeting. 

(J.  M.  B.) 


FROM  THE  DENOMINATIONAL 
PRESS 

For  the  past  few  months,  the  Southern  Bap- 
tist Free  Fress  had  carried  a  column  which 
printed  portions  from  certain  significant  articles 
from  official  publications  of  the  Southern  Bap- 
tist Convention  or  of  the  state  denominational 
papers.  This  column  will  be  continued  in  our 
new  magazine,  The  Faith  and  Free  Press. 

In  the  January  issue  of  THE  BAPTIST 
PROGRAM  appeared  the  following  article, 
entitled  "Affiliation,"  bv  Mr.  PORTER 
ROUTH: 

"Within  the  past  few  weeks  several  South- 
ern Baptist  papers  have  published  the  story  re- 
garding the  affiliation  of  the  University  Baptist 
Church,  of  Tulsa,  Oklahoma,  with  the  Ameri- 
can Baptist  Convention. 

"There  is  absolutely  no  question  about  the 
right  of  any  Baptist  church  to  affiliate  with  any 
group  it  desires.  Article  IV  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  Southern  Baptist  Convention  states: 

"  'While  independent  and  sovereign  in  its 
own  sphere,  the  Convention  does  not  claim 
and  will  never  attempt  to  exercise  any  author- 
ity over  any  other  Baptist  body,  whether 
church,  auxiliary  organizations,  association,  or 
convention.' 

"The  Southern  Baptist  Convention,  meet- 
ing in  Kansas  City  on  Friday,  June  1,  1956,  re- 
affirmed an  action  taken  in  1928,  which  states: 

"  'A  church  of  Christ  is  a  free  and  volun- 
tary association  of  believers,  in  his  name,  in 
obedience  to  his  commend,  gnd  for  the  carry- 
ing out  of  his  purposes.  It  follows  that  each 
church  is  autonomous  or  self-determining  in 
all  matters  pertaining  to  its  own  life  and  activi- 
ties. It  is  not  subject  to  any  other  church  or  or- 
ganization of  any  kind  whatsoever,  but  only  to 
Christ  and  his  authority/ 

"As  stated  previously,  there  is  no  question 
about  the  right  of  the  University  Baptist 
Church  to  affiliate  with  the  American  Baptist 
Convention,  but  there  are  some  points  which 
need  clearing  up  in  the  statement  released  by 
Feub  n  E.  Nelson,  the  general  secretary  of  the 
American  Baptist  Convention. 

"Dr.  Nelson  stated  that  the  Bylaws  of  the 
American  Baptist  Convention  do  not  require 
that  a  church  shall  be  a  member  of  an  asso- 
ciation or  a  state  convention  in  order  to  be  re- 
lated to  the  American  Baptist  Convention. 

"The  Constitution  of  the  Southern  Baptist 
Convention  does  not  require  that  a  church 
shall  be  related  to  an  association  or  to  a  state 
convention  in  order  to  be  related  to  the  South- 
ern Baptist  Convention.  There  have  been  cases 
in  the  past  where  churches  have  satisfied  the 
membership  requirement  of  the  Southern  Bap- 
tist Convention  without  belonging  to  an  asso- 
ciation or  to  a  state  convention.  It  is  true  that 
in  most  cases  churches  sending  messengers  to 
the  Southern  Baptist  Convention  also  send 
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messengers  to  the  state  convention  and  to  the 
association,  but  it  is  not  required.  As  the  1928 
statement,  reaffirmed  last  year,  indicates:  There 
is  no  relation  of  superioriy  and  inferiority 
among  Baptist  general  bodies.  All  are  equal. 
All  make  their  appeal  directly  to  individuals 
and  churches  .  .  .  Each  defines  and  fixes  its 
own  sphere  of  activities/ 

"Dr.  Nelson  went  on  to  state  that  the 
Bylaws  of  the  American  Baptist  Convention  do 
not  require  a  church  to  subscribe  to  the  prac- 
tice of  closed  communion,  or  to  refuse  to  ac- 
cept 'alien  immersion'  baptism.  There  is  no 
provision  in  the  Constitution  or  Bylaws  of  the 
Southern  Baptist  Convention  referring  to  open 
communion  of  alien  immersion. 

"Most  churches  in  the  Southern  Baptist 
Convention  practice  closed  communion  and 
refuse  to  accept  'alien  immersion'  baptism,  but 
the  difference  in  practice  on  this  point  has 
never  been  made  a  test  of  fellowship  in  the 
Southern  Baptist  Convention.  J.  B.  Gambrell, 
who  was  for  many  years  a  leader  in  the  field  of 
doctrinal  position  among  Southern  Baptists, 
and  president  of  the  Convention,  was  a  strong 
believer  in  closed  communion,  but  he  refused, 
as  president,  to  concede  that  it  should  be  made 
a  test  of  fellowship  in  the  Southern  Baptist 
Convention.  A  strong  committee  of  Southern 
Baptists,  headed  by  T.  C.  Gardner,  of  Texas, 
made  a  very  thorough  study  of  the  problems 
involved  in  the  Committee  on  Relations  with 
Other  Religious  Bodies,  but  it  stated  specific- 
ally in  its  last  report  in  1953  that  it  was  not 
proposing  a  recommendation  that  the  differ- 
ence in  point  of  view  on  this  doctrine  be  made 
a  test  of  fellowship  in  the  Southern  Baptist 
Convention. 

"We  wish  the  members  of  the  University 
Baptist  Church,  Tulsa,  happiness  in  their  new 
relationship.  The  story  of  their  change  should 
not  muddle  our  thinking  about  the  nature  of 
our  own  fellowship." 


This  matter  of  the  affiliation  of  the  Uni- 
versity Baptist  Church  with  the  American  Bap- 
tist Convention  goes  back,  of  course,  to  the 
refusal  of  1956  session  of  the  S.  B.  C.  to  hear 
the  pastor  of  that  church,  Dr.  Lewis  G.  Prince, 
who,  following  the  Oklahoma  State  Conven- 
tion's dropping  of  the  church  from  fellowship 
on  the  issue  of  "alien  immersion,"  sought  by 
mean~  of  a  question  of  personal  privilege  to 
get  the  S.  B.  C.  to  clarify  the  statu  ^  of  his 
church  with  the  S.  B.  C.  (This  incident  was 
discussed  last  summer  in  the  August  issue  of 
Southern  Baptist  Free  Press).  This  subject  wa^ 
discussed  in  the  recent  January  10th  issue  of 
the  Virginia  state  paper,  the  RELIGIOUS 
HERALD.  The  Virginia  paper  stated: 

''Comments  have  lately  appeared  in  South- 
ern Baptist  papers  concerning  a  statement 


which  Dr.  Reuben  E.  Nelson,  general  secre- 
tary of  the  American  Baptist  Convention, 
made  about  the  entrance  of  the  University 
Baptist  Church  of  Tulsa  into  that  Convention. 
Dr.  Nelson  explained  that  the  American  Con- 
vention does  not  require  affiliating  churches  to 
be  members  of  associations  or  state  conven- 
tions, nor  does  it  require  these  churches  to 
practice  closed  communion  and  to  repudiate 
'alien  immersion'.  The  explanation  by  Dr. 
Nelson  appeared  in  the  monthly  Baptist  News 
Service  of  the  American  Convention.  .  .  . 

"Dr.  Porter  Routh,  executive  secretary  of 
the  Southern  Convention,  made  helpful  com- 
ments upon  the  remarks  by  Dr.  Nelson  .  .  . 
Dr.  Routh  explained  that  the  Southern  Con- 
vention makes  no  requirements  of  affiliating 
churches  regarding  membership  in  other 
bodies,  and  that  neither  the  by-laws  nor  the 
constitution  of  the  Convention  makes  refer- 
ence to  open  communion  or  'alien  immersion'. 
What  Dr.  Routh  says  is  true,  though  some  of 
the  state  conventions  that  affiliate  with  the 
Southern  Convention  have  regulations  upon 
these  and  other  controversial  subjects. 

"In  spite  of  this  apparent  similarity  with 
reference  to  membership  in  the  two  conven- 
tions the  disturbing  fact  is  that  a  church  which 
sought  assurance  of  its  relationship  to  the 
Southern  Convention,  after  being  excluded  by 
a  state  convention,  received  a  rebuff  by  the 
Convention.  At  Kansas  City  the  body  refused 
to  hear  a  statement  by  a  messenger  who  ap- 
pealed for  a  ruling.  The  important  fact  is  that 
the  church  lost  its  standing  by  a  decision  of 
the  Southern  Convention  and  later  received 
membership  in  the  American  Convention. 
What  happened  to  the  church  is  the  thing  that 
matters,  and  it  is  that  which  causes  misgivings 
about  future  decisions  which  may  affect  the 
status  of  many  churches  now  holding  a  rela- 
tionship with  the  Southern  Baptist  Conven- 
tion." 

Then,  in  its  recent  February  7th  issue,  in 
answer  to  the  comments  of  some  who  were 
seeking  to  defend  the  position  of  the  S.  B.  C. 
in  refusing  to  hear  Dr.  Prince,  the  Virginia 
paper  expressed  itself  in  an  editorial  as  follows: 
".  .  a  primary  concern  of  the  Convention, 
as  with  all  democratic  assemblies,  should  be 
the  protection  of  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
members.  Of  course  this  protection  must  com- 
ply with  the  constitution  of  the  body  and  its 
accepted  rules  of  order.  Upon  examination  it 
will  be  found  that  privilege  motions,  relating  to 
the  needs  and  interests  of  members,  take  prece- 
dence over  all  other  motions  and  may  even 
supersede  pending  business.  During  the  open- 
ing session  of  the  Convention  at  Kansas  Citv 
last  fune,  Dr.  Lewis  G.  Prince,  of  Tulsa,  ad- 
dressed the  chair  upon  a  point  of  personal 
privilege. 
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.  .  Dr.  Prince  was  a  messenger  to  the 
Convention.  That  is  a  fact  which  no  one  has 
questioned.  As  a  member  of  the  Convention  he 
had  no  need  for  a  committee  on  credentials. 
He  was  the  pastor  of  a  church  that  had  been 
affiliated  with  the  Convention  for  a  number  of 
years.  ... 

uIn  his  appeal  to  the  chair  Dr.  Prince 
created  one  single  issue,  and  that  was  the  right 
of  a  messenger  to  state  his  privilege.  The  chair 
and  the  Convention  had  the  right  to  dispose 
of  the  contents  of  the  privilege  in  whatever 
manner  that  seemed  best,  but  the  messenger 
had  the  right  to  state  his  case.  Our  interest 
rests  solely  in  the  fact  that  the  method  of 
handling  the  request  did  violence  to  accepted 
democratic  procedure.  After  receiving  the  're- 
buff/ Dr.  Prince  explained  his  problem  to 
members  of  the  press.  The  Convention  did 
not  hear  the  point  of  privilege  which  he  wished 
to  raise  for  clarification;  therefore  conjectures 
about  the  nature  of  the  request,  which  seemed 
reasonable  to  those  who  interviewed  Dr. 
Prince,  are  irrelevant  .  .  .  Little  good  will  come 
from  discussions  of  the  suppositional  contents 
of  the  denied  privilege.  .  .  . 

".  .  .  The  constitution  of  the  Convention, 
which  names  all  officers  and  defines  their 
duties,  does  not  provide  for  a  parliamentarian. 
The  president  may  request  a  messenger  to  as- 
sist him  in  determining  parliamentary  proce- 
dure, but  that  does  not  give  the  messenger  of- 
ficial status  in  the  Convention.  His  opinion  to 
the  president  is  strictly  personal.  The  president 
cannot  create  an  office.  Only  the  president,  or 
a  vice-president  acting  as  the  presiding  officer, 
can  make  rulings,  and  these  may  or  may  not  be 
sustained  by  the  Convention. 

"Finally,  it  might  be  well  to  suggest  that 
democracy  in  the  Convention  is  not  well  served 
by  having  on  the  platform  well-intentioned 
monitors  who  watch  for  signs  of  danger  and 
rush  to  the  rescue  when  messengers  on  the 
floor  seem  to  be  taking  a  wrong  course.  The 
effect  is  to  create  a  sense  of  conflct  between 
the  platform  and  the  congregation.  That  is  not 
healthful.  A  moment  of  reflection  will  lead  one 
to  understand  what  great  intellectual  strength 
and  leadership  are  present  among  the  messen- 
gers in  a  Convention.  The  misfortune  is  that 
the  Convention  makes  so  little  use  of  these  re- 
sources. That  messengers  are  able  to  handle 
affairs  of  the  Convention  in  times  of  stress  was 
demonstrated  twice  during  the  sessions  of  the 
body  at  Miami  in  1955.  In  both  cases  initiative 
to  stop  atcion  came  from  the  floor.  One  of  the 
incidents  occurred  Saturday  morning  when  at- 
tendance was  small.  Baptists  should  never  show 
fear  of  democracy.  In  truth  we  believe  it  would 
be  better  for  the  Convention  if  the  platform 
were  reduced  in  size  to  accommodate  only  the 
presiding  officer,  the  record  secretaries,  and  the 
order  of  the  hour/' 


SOME  FACTS  ABOUT  THE 
ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHURCH 

By  C.  K.  Rand 

From  the  days  of  Luther,  the  Roman 
Church  has  claimed  that  all  who  leave  Her 
do  so  because  they  are  either  of  unsound 
mind  or  immoral  character.  It  is  an  old 
Jesuit  trick:  "If  you  cannot  defeat  a  man's 
argument,  defeat  his  character/' 

On  February  26,  1950,  Mgr.  F.  }.  Sheen 
preached  a  special  sermon  on  the  Catholic 
Hour  to  "fallen  aways."  He  tried  to  entice 
back  into  the  fold  those  who  have  left  the 
Church.  He  said:  "No  one  ever  left  the 
Mystical  Body  because  he  wanted  to  lead  a 
holier  life." 

All  the  converts  from  Romanism  that  I 
have  known  have  told  me  that  it  was  a  de- 
sire to  lead  a  holier  life  that  caused  them  to 
leave  pagan  Romanism.  No  more  idol  wor- 
ship, no  more  kissing  a  bishop's  ring,  no 
more  bowing  to  a  man:  all  this  is  given  up 
when  a  Catholic  finds  Jesus  Christ  as 
Saviour.  Of  course,  the  stand  he  makes  often 
means  that  all  friends  and  blood  relations 
will  turn  on  him  in  scorn.  However,  when 
Dne  has  Christ,  He  is  all  one  needs. 
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WHERE  DOES  THE  EXECUTIVE  SECRETARY  OF  THE  EXECUTIVE 
COMMITTEE  OF  THE  S.  B.  C.  STAND  ON  THE  AUTONOMY  ISSUE? 


Quite  in  contrast  to  the  Baptist  leaders  who 
testified  for  the  minority  in  the  North  Rocky 
Mount  Church  case  was  the  position  taken  by 
Mr.  PORTER  ROUTH  in  a  letter  which  he 
wrote  to  the  Clerk  of  that  church  after  being 
informed  of  the  church's  withdrawal  from  co- 
operation with  the  Southern  Baptist  Conven- 
tion. In  that  letter,  dated  August  19,  1953,  Mr. 
Routh  stated: 

"To  me,  one  of  the  glories  of  the  Baptist 
denomination  is  the  fact  that  any  church 
can  vote  to  affiliate  or  not  to  affiliate  with 
any  group  it  desires,  in  seeking  to  follow 
what  it  feels  to  be  God's  will"  (as  quoted 
in  the  official  record  of  the  North  Rocky 
Mount  Church  case,  pp.  306-307). 
When  this  letter  from  the  Executive  Sec- 
retary was  presented  at  the  trial,  it  obviously 
caused  considerable  embarrassment  to  those 
leaders  who  were  in  effect  testifying  against 
the  right  of  the  church  to  withdraw  coopera- 
tion from  the  S.B.C.  Thus  Dr.  Harold  Tribble, 
President  of  Wake  Forest  College,  stated  on 
the  witness  stand  in  regard  to  the  presentation 
of  that  letter  that  it  "did  not  adequately  rep- 
resent the  position  of  the  convention  concern- 
ing this  matter  of  cooperation"  and  that  it 
"does  not  take  adequate  account  of  what  is  in- 
volved in  this  question  with  reference  to  the 
cooperation  of  the  church  across  the  years  and 
the  right  of  any  group  of  members  in  the 
church  with  reference  to  continuing  to  affili- 
ate' (Court  Record,  p.  403).  But  in  spite  of 
Dr.  Tribble's  "expert"  testimony  to  the  effect 
that  this  letter  does  not  give  the  true  Baptist 
position,  Mr.  W.  C.  Lassiter,  attorney  and  ac- 
tive Baptist  layman,  is  certainly  correct  in  his 
conclusion  that  what  Mr.  Routh  said  in  the 
letter  "is  what  the  average  Baptist  layman 
would  say  or  write  or  swear  to." 

More  recently,  Mr.  Routh  has  thus  declared 
himself  in  an  article  entitled  "Affiliation,"  ap- 
pearing in  The  Baptist  Program  of  Jan.,  1957: 
"There  is  absolutely  no  question  about  the 
right  of  any  Baptist  Church  to  affiliate  with 
any  group  it  desires.  Article  IV  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  Southern  Baptist  Convention 
states: 

'While  independent  and  sovereign  in  its 
own  sphere,  the  Convention  does  not 
claim  and  will  never  attempt  to  exercise 
any  authority  over  any  other  Baptist  body, 
whether  church,  auxiliary  organization,  as- 
sociation, or  convention/  " 
Shortly  after  the  publictaion  of  this  article 
by  Mr.  Routh,  a  cooperating  Baptist  minister 


in  Missouri  wrote  Mr.  Routh,  and  in  the  min- 
ister's letter  the  effort  was  made  to  focus  what 
the  Executive  Secretary  had  said  in  reference 
to  the  current  autonomy  controversy.  The  min- 
ister's letter  is  as  follows: 

"I  read  with  interest  your  article  in  the 
'Program'  entitled  'Affiliation.'  The  article 
is  well  written  and  I  agree  with  everything 
said.  However  I  could  wish  that  you  would 
have  gone  further  and  said  more  about  the 
autonomy  question.  .  .  .  The  testimony 
of  our  leaders  is  of  vital  importance 
because  it  could  be  that  by  their  testimony 
before  courts  the  property  of  Baptist 
churches  may  be  transferred  in  effect  to 
the  absolute,  final  control  on  the  part  of 
the  Southern  Baptist  Convention.  Do  we 
want  that?  I  think  that  most  of  the  pas- 
tors do  not  and  probably  most  of  the  lead- 
ers. Suppose  the  time  should  come  when 
the  Southern  Baptist  Convention,  because 
of  unbelief  or  any  other  form  of  spiritual 
apostasy,  should  lose  its  usefulness,  and 
yet  all  the  churches  were  tied  in  with  the 
Convention  so  that  they  could  not  be 
separated.  The  loss  to  the  kingdom  of  God 
would  be  terrible  indeed.  I  believe  that  we 
have  seen  that  happen  in  other  groups. 
Complete  autonomy  is  the  thing  that  will 
keep  Southern  Baptists  strong.  Without 
it  we  will  most  surely  come  to  grief  be- 
fore the  judgment  of  God. 

"Some  of  us  are  praying  that  the 
amendment  before  our  Convention  this 
next  May  will  pass,  as  it  most  surely  will 
if  debate  is  allowed.  But  if  the  Conven- 
tion side-steps  the  issue  in  some  way,  then 
someday — and  maybe  it  will  not  be  too  far 
in  the  future — the  matter  will  be  taken  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
and  a  decision  will  be  rendered  that  will 
in  effect  transfer  all  property  of  churches 
in  the  Southern  Baptist  Convention  to  the 
Convention.  Then  we  will  have  a  Presby- 
terian form  of  government  in-so-far  as 
propertv  is  concerned.  SOUTHERN  BAP- 
TISTS'HAVE  NOT  KNOWN  CON- 
TROVERSY SUCH  AS  WILL  MOST 
SURELY  FOLLOW.  I  am  profoundly 
convinced  that  we  should  allow  a  few 
.  buildings  to  pass  out  of  the  fellowship  of 
Southern  Baptists  under  mis-guided  lead- 
ership than  to  allow  such  a  terrible  con- 
troversy to  explode  in  our  midst.  Beside 
all  that,  we  had  better  lose  a  few  buildings 
than  to  lose  a  Baptist  principle  dear  to  our 
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hearts;  namely,  complete  autonomy. 

"With  an  earnest  prayer  for  the  bless- 
ings of  the  Lord  to  be  on  Southern  Bap- 
tists, I  remain,  ..-../"  (emphasis  supplied) 

*     *     *     #  t : 

The  amendment  referred  to  in  the  Missouri 
minister's  letter  is  the  proposed  addition  to  the 
constitution  of  the  S.  B.  C.  This  amendment, 
which  was  offered  last  year  by  the  editor  of 
this  paper  and  which  will  be  voted  on  at  this 
year's  session  of  the  S.  B.  C,  has  been  en- 
dorsed by  Dr.  L.  E.  BARTON,  of  Mont- 
gomery, Ala.,  author  of  the  Convention's  con- 
stitution. Dr.  Barton  has  written  to  the  editor 
of  this  paper  as  follows: 

'7  think  your  amendment  should  be 
adopted  at  Chicago  next  Spring.  If  I  am 
well  and  able  to  get  there  I  expect  to  be 
by  your  side  pitching  for  its  adoption.  It 
was  not  necessary  before  the  Rocky  Mount 
case,  but  is  now,  I  feel." 
This  amendment  would  add  the  following 
to  Article  IV:  "This  convention  does  not  claim 
that  affiliation  with  this  convention  is  in  any 
way  necessary  for  a  church  to  be  a  Missionary- 
Baptist  Church;  nor  does  this  convention  claim 
that  affiliation  with  any  other  Baptist  body, 
whether  district  association  or  state  conven- 
tion, is  in  any  way  necessary  for  a  church  to 
be  affiliated  with  this  convention;  nor  does 
this  convention  claim  that  a  church's  affili- 
ation with  this  convention,  as  conceived  by 
this  convention,  is  in  any  degree  of  such  a  na- 
ture as  would  prevent  a  church  that  once  has 
entered  into  affiliation  with  this  convention 
from  discontinuing  that  affiliation,  should  that 
church  for  any  reason  whatsoever  decide  to  dis- 
continue that  affiliation." 

In  view  of  the  way  in  which  Mr.  Routh 
has  expressed  himself  on  the  right  of  a  church 
to  affiliate  or  not  to  affiliate  with  the  S.  B.  C, 
is  there  anything  in  this  amendment  that  he 
could  oppose?  Indeed,  could  he  really  oppose 
this  amendment  without  actually  opposing 
what  he  himself  has  previously  written  on  the 
subject?  ...  But  here  is  what  Mr.  ROUTH 
wrote,  on  Jan  22,  1957,  in  reply  to  the  letter 
of  the  Missouri  minister: 

"Thank  you  for  your  letter,  and  I  appreciate 
what  you  had  to  say  about  the  article  on  'Affili- 
ation. I  certainly  am  as  strong  as  you  are  on 
an  insistence  on  the  autonomy  of  the  individ- 
ual church.  It  has  been  the  dynamic  which  has 
made  it  possible  for  Baptists  to  make  a  dis- 
tinctive contribution  in  Kingdom  advance. 

"Regarding  the  amendment  which  was  pro- 
posed last  year,  my  fear  is  that  it  has  greater 
dangers  in  the  very  area  which  you  discuss  than 
it  relieves.  The  language  of  the  amendment  in- 
dicates that  churches  AFFILIATE  with  the 
Southern  Baptist  Convention,  which  is  not 


now  the  polity  of  Southern  Baptists.  The 

Southern  Baptist  Convention  is  not  made  up 
of  churches,  [Who  ever  said  that  it  was,  except 
the  .official  historian  of  the  S.  B.  C,  Dr.  W. 
W.  Barnes,  whose  un-Baptistic  court  testimony 
on  this  matter  it  is  a  part  of  the  purpose  of 
the  proposed  amendment  to  correct! — J.M.B.] 
but  is  made  up  of  messengers  from  churches. 
Churches  do  not  belong  to  the  Southern  Bap- 
tist Convention.  The  Southern  Baptist  Con- 
vention belongs  to  the  churches.  This  distinc- 
tion ought  to  be  made  clear,  and  it  is  my  fear 
that  the  proposed  amendment  would  tend  to 
muddle  the  water  at  this  point,  and  is  not  as 
clear  as  the  present  article  in  the  Constitution. 
[But  the  present  article  was  used  in  evidence  in 
the  North  Rocky  Mount  trial  and  was  there 
proven  not  to  be  clear  enough  to  protect  the 
property  of  that  church!— J.  M.  B.] 

"The  Southern  Baptist  Convention  has 
never  been  party  to  any  action,  legal  or  other- 
wise, which  would  attempt  to  constrain  or  re- 
strain a  church  in  any  way. 

"May  God's  richest  blessings  continue  to 

be  on  you  and  yours,  .  .  ."  (emphasis  supplied  ) 

*    *    *  * 

The  Missouri  minister,  in  notifying  the 
editor  of  this  paper  about  the  position  that  Mr. 
Routh  expressed  in  correspondence,  made  the 
comment:  "It  appears  to  me  that  he  [Routh] 
is  now  fixing  to  muddy  the  water  sure  enough. " 
Indeed,  far  from  not  being  "as  clear"  as  could 
be  desired,  could  it  not  simply  be  that  the  pro- 
posed amendment  is  all  "too  clear"  for  the 
Southern  Baptist  leaders  who  do  not  want  to 
be  put  on  the  spot  regarding  the  North  Rocky 
Mount  issue?  Why  all  the  effort  to  get  around 
making  a  clear-cut  acknowledgment  of  a 
church's  right  to  discontinue  affiliation  with 
the  S.  B.  C?  Two  answers  may  be  suggested: 
( 1 )  in  view  of  many  things  that  have  been 
said  and  done,  it  must  be  concluded  that  a 
significant  part  of  the  S.  B.  C.  leadership 
simply  does  not  want  it  so  that  a  church  can 
discontinue  affiliation;  (2)  in  view  of  the  testi- 
mony given  in  court  by  several  prominent  Bap- 
tist leaders,  for  the  S.  B.  C.  to  go  on  record 
acknowledging  a  church's  right  to  discontinue 
affiliation  with  the  Convention  would  be  too 
decisive  a  repudiation  of  too  large  a  portion  of 
the  leadership  of  the  whole  S.  B.  C. 

What  is  Mr.  Routh's  objection  to  the  pro- 
posed amendment?  It  hinges  on  just  one  word 
—"AFFILIATION."  It  is  claimed  that  this 
word  does  not  properly  express  a  church's  re- 
lation to  the  S.  B.  C.  Now  of  course  the  kind 
of  relation  expressed  by  the  word  "affiliate," 
just  like  the  kind  of  relation  expressed  by  the 
word  "cooperate"  or  "associate"  (or  even  the 
kind  of  "relation"  expressed  by  the  word  "re- 
lation" itself! )  must  be  determined  by  the  con- 


April,  1957 


of  he  £faith  and  cfree  fflress 


Page  9 


text.  How  could  it  possibly  be  claimed  that, 
according  to  the  proposed  amendment,  a 
church's  affiliation  with  the  Convention  is  of 
such  a  nature  as  to  require  that  the  Conven- 
tion be  made  up  of  churches  —  since  the  na- 
ture of  that  affiliation  would  already  he  clearly 
defined  by  the  preceding  article  (Article  III), 
which  makes  it  emphatic  that  the  Convention 
is  NOT  composed  of  churches  but  rather  of 
MESSENGERS? 

But  the  amazing  thing  is  Mr.  KoutKs  re- 
jection of  the  word  "affiliation"  after  HE  has 
actually  shown  such  a  preference  for  THAT 
VERY  WORD  to  describe  the  relation  of  a 
church  to  the  S.  B.  C.l 

He  stated  in  his  letter  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
North  Rocky  Mount  Church: 

'To  me,  one  of  the  glories  of  the  Baptist 
denomination  is  the  fact  that  any  church 
can  vote  to  AFFILIATE  or  NOT  TO  AF- 
FILIATE with  any  group  it  desires  .  .  ." 
And  his  recent  article  in  The  Baptist  Pro- 
gram, which  appropriately  bears  the  very  title, 
"AFFILIATION,"  declares: 

"There  is  absolutely  no  question  about  the 
right  of  any  Baptist  church  to  AFFILI- 
ATE with  any  group  it  desires." 
And  yet  he  objects  to  the  proposed  amend- 
ment, which  acknowledges  a  church's  right  in 
"discontinuing  AFFILIATION,  should  that 
church  for  any  reason  whatsover  decide  to  dis- 


continue that  AFFILIATION"!  And  the  ob- 
jection to  the  amendment  is  that  he  claims 
that  a  church's  relation  to  the  Convention  can- 
not be  described  as  one  of  "AFFILIATION"! 

One  of  the  most  alarming  aspects  of  the 
whole  autonomy  controversy  is  the  fact  that 
prominent  Southern  Baptist  figures  are  re- 
vealed to  be  so  lacking  in  consistency.  In  dis- 
cussing the  court  testimony  that  had  been 
given  by  Dr.  W.  W.  Barnes,  Dr.  M.  A.  Hug- 
gins,  and  Dr.  Harold  Tribble — which  testimony 
certainly  seems  contradictory  of  certain  of  their 
previously  published  statements —  Mr.  William 
C.  Lassiter  has  raised  the  question: 

"When  can  the  average  Baptist  layman 
know  for  sure  that  what  he  reads  in  a  pub- 
lication  of  one  of  the  Conventions,  writ- 
ten  by  one  described  as  a  leader,  is  authen- 
tic and  capable  of  being  relied  upon,  even 
outside  of  Court?" 
After  Mr.  Routh  had  so  clearly  expressed 
himself,  in  a  letter  and  in  a  published  state- 
ment, it  is  very  disappointing,  indeed,  to  have 
him  come  out  in  a  more  recent  letter  in  such 
contradiction  to  what  he  had  previously  writ- 
ten. While  we  would  like  to  think  otherwise 
of  one  whom  we  have  highly  regarded,  it  must 
simply  be  recognized  that  the  Executive  Secre- 
tary of  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  S.  B. 
C.  has  chosen  to  take  his  seat  besides  Doctors 
Barnes,  Huggins,  and  Tribble.        (J.  M.  B.) 
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ROGERS  REFLECTIONS 

(By  I.  W.  Rogers,  Associate  Editor, 
3511  Clinton  Road,  Paducah,  Ky.) 


"Giving  in  to  evil'.  Gal.  6:9a  reads  in  the 
KJ  version,  "let  us  not  be  weary  in  well-do- 
ing". But,  the  late  Dr.  A.  T.  Robertson,  in  his 
Word  Pictures,  says  that  the  literal  translation 
is  this:  "Let  us  not  keep  on  giving  in  to  evil 
while  doing  the  good!'  Dr.  Robertson  is  gen- 
erally recognized  as  the  greatest  of  all  Southern 
Baptist  New  Testament  Greek  scholars.  But,  if 
any  reader  of  the  Greek  New  Testament  doubts 
that  this  is  the  literal  translation  of  this  pass- 
age, let  him  make  a  thorough  investigation 
himself,  as  I  did,  and  he  will  find  that  Dr.  Bob 
is  correct. 

This  is  the  besetting  sin  of  Southern  Bap- 
tists, as  a  group.  Especially  is  this  true  of 
Southern  Baptist  officials.  And,  since  the  cur- 
rent publications  which  are  the  official  organs 
of  Southern  Baptists,  including  the  state  Bap- 
tist papers,  are  almost  100  per  cent  silent  about 
these  evils,  it  becomes  an  urgent  necessity  that 
somebody  tell  the  rank  and  file  of  Southern 
Baptists  about  the  evils  in  our  midst.  This  is 
one  of  the  big  tasks  that  the  Lord  has  given 
me  to  do,  and  which  I  have  been  earnestly  try- 
ing to  do  for  a  number  of  years.  And,  it  is  with 
gratitude  in  my  heart  that  I  now  have  as  a 
partner  in  this  work  a  man  of  such  ability, 
consecration,  and  devotion  to  the  word  of  God 
as  Dr.  James  M.  Bulman.  This  can  also  be 
said  of  others,  too,  of  course  who  are  connected 
with  the  Committee  for  Baptist  Church  Au- 
tonomy, Inc. 

Southern  Baptists  are  drifting  down,  down, 
down.  No  one  who  knows  the  facts  can  afford 
to  deny  that  they  are  doing  some  good.  But 
this  is  also  true  of  the  Adventists,  the  Camp- 
bellites  and  the  Catholics.  What  ought  to  dis- 
tinguish Southern  Baptists  from  the  other  re- 
ligious groups  is  this:  While  "doing  the  good", 
we  ought  not  to  be  "giving  in  to  evil" — not 
only  evil  on  the  outside,  but  evil  on  the  inside 
of  our  churches,  associations  and  conventions. 

Our  earnest  desire  is  that  each  one  who 
reads  these  lines  will  pray  fervently  and  often 
for  us  as  we  continue  in  our  endeavor  to  in- 
form Southern  Baptists  concerning  the  grave 
and  destructive  evils  in  our  midst.  It  is  our 
firm  belief  that  if  Southern  Baptists  were  well 
informed  about  what  is  going  on  among  us, 
they  would  do  something  about  it.  They  would 
make  a  determined  effort  to  correct  the  evils 
and  oust  the  guilty  ones  from  official  positions. 
 e  

Blaspheming  God's  doctrines.  In  1  Tim. 
6:1,  the  Holy  Spirit  gave  certain  instructions, 
in  order  "that  the  name  of  God  and  his  doc- 
trine he  not  blasphemed/  To  blaspheme 
means  to  speak  against,  to  speak  reproachfully. 


Evidently  God's  doctrines  were  being  blas- 
phemed in  Paul's  day.  And,  they  are  certainly 
being  blasphemed  in  our  day — not  only  by  the 
avowed  enemies  of  Christ  (e.g.,  the  Commu- 
nists) but  by  those  who  claim  to  be  His 
friends,  even  among  Southern  Baptists.  Most 
of  this  Southern  Baptist  blasphemy  is  taking 
place  in  our  schools,  and  when  the  blasphem- 
ing professors  go  out  and  preach  in  the  ortho- 
dox churches,  they  preach  orthodox  sermons, 
as  Shailer  Matthews  of  Chicago  University 
said  he  did  when  he  preached  in  the  South. 
So  much  of  this  blaspheming  is  being  done  in 
Southern  Baptist  pulpits.  I  could  give  numer- 
ous examples  of  this  Baptist  blaspheming,  but 
only  one  will  suffice  here.  In  a  lecture  in  the 
New  Orleans  Seminary  Prof.  Frank  Stagg,  head 
of  the  New  Testament  Department  in  that  in- 
stitution of  Southern  Baptists,  denied  four 
times  in  one  lecture  that  Jesus  Christ  is  our 
Mediator.  He  used  a  considerable  part  of  this 
lecture  blaspheming  this  precious  doctrine  of 
God's  Eternal  Word.  I  know  he  did  this,  be- 
cause I  have  a  recording  of  this  lecture  fur- 
nished me  by  a  young  preacher  who  was  a 
member  of  Prof.  Stagg's  class  at  the  time.  Prof. 
Stagg  has  since  been  promoted  to  be  head  of 
the  New  Testament  Department  in  which  he 
was  then  a  teacher.  This  recording  is  available 
to  those  who  wish  to  hear  it  and  have  an  in- 
strument for  playing  it.  But,  Dr.  Roland  Q. 
Leavell,  president  of  the  New  Orleans  Semi- 
nary, refused  to  listen  to  the  recording,  (though 
having  possession  of  it  for  several  weeks)  and 
defended  Prof.  Stagg.  This  seminary  has  been 
in  turmoil  over  this  since  the  lecture  was  given; 
but  Prof.  Stagg  is  still  there. 

I  could  give  many  examples  of  the  blas- 
pheming of  God's  doctrines  by  teachers  in 
Southern  Baptist  institutions,  and  expect  to  do 
so  in  the  columns  of  this  magazine  as  time 
goes  on.  Southern  Baptists  badly  need  to  know 
about  these  blasphemies.  After  telling  about 
the  Stagg  blasphemy,  and  publishing  that  por- 
tion of  his  lecture  in  which  he  blasphemed  the 
doctrine  of  the  Mediator,  did  any  of  the  official 
publications  of  Southern  Baptists  tell  their 
readers  about  this?  They  did  not!  If  any  of 
them  had  done  so,  they  probably  would  have 
gotten  the  axe,  as  Dr.  B.  J.  Murrie  of  the 
Illinois  Baptist  did  when  he  asked  questions 
about  the  Chaplain's  Commission. 

So,  there  are  plenty  of  compelling  reasons 
for  a  magazine  such  as  The  Faith  and  Free 
Press. 


Bound  Volumes.  In  a  short  time  we  expect 
to  have  available  bound  volumes  of  all  the  is- 
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sues  of  The  Faith  And  Southern  Baptists,  be- 
ginning with  January,  1956,  and  ending  with 
March,  1957.  These  will  sell  for  $4.50  each. 
Surely  many  of  the  readers  of  The  Faith  and 
Southern  Baptists,  and  perhaps  others,  will 
want  a  copy  of  this  beautifully-bound  volume. 
If  you  want  a  copy,  please  write  me.  You  do 
not  have  to  send  the  money.  But  I  would  like 
to  know  if  you  want  it,  so  that  I  will  have  a 
better  idea  of  how  many  volumes  to  have 
bound.  Address:  I.  W.  Rogers,  3511  Clinton 
Road,  Paducah,  Ky. 


Notice.  Unless  otherwise  specified,  the 
books  reviewed  in  this  magazine  are  for  sale 
at  the  stated  price  by  The  Faith  Book  House, 
3511  Clinton  Road,  Paducah,  Ky. 


History  or  mythology?  Dr.  W.  W.  Barnes, 
author  of  the  History  of  the  Southern  Baptist 
Convention,  has  repudiated  a  portion  of  this 
book  under  oath.  So,  it  is  pertinent  to  ask,  Is 
his  book,  history,  or  is  it  mythology? 


Louisville  Seminary  does  it  again.  Accord- 
ing to  announcement  in  the  Louisville  Courier- 
Journal,  the  Mullins  Lectures  were  delivered 
March  5-8  at  the  Southern  Baptist  Theological 
Seminary  by  Prof.  Paul  Sherer,  professor  of 
homiletics,  Union  Theological  Seminary,  New 
York.  As  we  have  often  said,  New  York's 
Union  Theological  Seminary  is  the  most 
radical,  the  most  infidellic,  and  the  most  Com- 
munistic of  any  theological  seminary  in 
America. 

At  the  same  date  that  Dr.  Sherer  was  hav- 
ing his  say,  the  Norton  Lectures  were  being 
delivered  at  this,  the  oldest  of  S.  B.  theological 
institutions,  by  Prof.  John  Wick  Bowman,  pro- 
fessor of  N.  T.  Interpretation  at  the  San  Fran- 
cisco Theological  Seminary  (Presbyterian, 
U.  S.  A.).  If  this  Presbyterian  school  is  like 
some  others  in  that  denomination,  it  is  not  far 
behind  the  New  York  institution  in  its  liberal- 
ism and  Communism. 

About  three  weeks  before  this,  according  to 
the  Berkeley  (Calif.)  Daily  Gazette,  Dr. 
Wayne  Oates,  a  professor  in  the  Louisville 
Seminary,  was  on  a  program  at  the  Pacific 
School  of  Religion,  probably  the  most  modern- 
istic, Bible-denying  theological  institution  in 
the  western  half  of  the  U.  S.  A.  On  the  pro- 
gram with  him  was  Mark  Shedron  of  New 
York  City,  Director  of  the  Department  of  Pas- 
toral Services  of  the  National  Council  of 
Churches. 

Who  pays  expenses  for  all  the  above?  An- 
swer: Southern  Baptist  Churches,  through  the 
Cooperative  Program. 


tion,  and  pastor  of  the  First  Baptist  church, 
New  Orleans,  was  elected  as  president  of  the 
Greater  New  Orleans  Federation  of  Churches 
at  their  11th  annual  meeting  Feb.  22nd,  ac- 
cording to  the  N.  O.  Times-Picyune.  It  is 
rather  fitting  that  at  this  same  meeting  the 
principal  speaker  was  Bishop  William  C.  Mar- 
tin, former  president  of  the  National  Council 
of  Churches.  It  is  practically  certain  that  Dr. 
Grey  is  now  a  candidate  for  the  presidency  of 
the  Baptist  World  Alliance. 


CLARKSVILLE  SCHOOL 

OF  THEOLOGY 

Dr.  W.  ROY  STEWART,  President 

Independent    Baptist,    resident    and  correspon 

dence 

schoo 

.  Regular  Theological  degrees  offered.  Summer 

schoo 

June  6-13.  For  information  write  to  "Seminary 

Hill,"  Clarlcsville,  Tennessee. 

Our  missionary  in  Budapest  has  cabled; 

WE  ASK  FOR  FOOD,  CLOTHES  AND 
MONEY.  THE  LATTER  MAY  BE  TRANS- 
MITTED ONLY  TELEGRAPHICALLY. 

To  most  non-Jews  in  Hungary, 
Hebrew-Christians  are  Jews.  To  the  Jews 
they  are  Christians  and  apostates.  They 
receive  little  benefit,  therefore,  from  the 
world's  response  to  Hungary's  need  for 
material  relief. 

Through  our  missionary  we  are  able 
to  channel  help  to  Hungary's  Hebrew- 
Christians  from  the  only  source  to  which 
they  can  look — the  Christians  of  Amer- 
ica with  a  heart  burden  for  the  Jews. 
Without  that  help  their  plight  can  only 
become  steadily  worse. 

Write  today  to: 
Dr.  Jacob  Gartenhaus,  President 
Rev.  Roberf  G.  tee,  Ph.D., 
Chairman,  Advisory  Council  ^"^J^ 


IBJM 


INTERNATIONAL  BOARD 
OF  JEWISH  MISSIONS,  INC. 

Box  1256        Atlanta  1,  Ga. 


Ask  for  free  sample  copy  of  our  quarterly  magazine, 
THE  EVERLASTING  NATION  (subscription,  $1  a  year). 


Ecumenical  climbing.  Dr.  J.  D.  Grey,  for- 
mer president  of  the  Southern  Baptist  Conven- 
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The  End  of  the  Independence  of  Southern 
Baptist  Churches.  By  Noel  Smith,  Baptist 
Bible  Tribune,  Springfield,  Missouri,  1956, 
$1.00. 

This  reviewer  often  receives  requests  for 
copies  of  his  article,  "Baptist  Principle  Under 
Trial,"  which  was  published  in  July,  1955,  in 
the  magazine  of  Southern  Baptist  Theological 
Seminary,  the  Review  and  Expositor.  Since 
the  supply  of  reprints  of  this  article  has  for 
some  time  been  exhausted,  this  review  may  be 
taken  as  an  occasion  to  say  that  those  who  are 
seeking  an  interpretation  of  the  North  Rocky 
Mount  Church  controversy  basically  the  same 
as  that  given  in  this  article  will  find  it  in  the 
first  seven  chapters  of  Mr.  Noel  Smith's 
brochure;  although  this  reviewer  would  not 
want  to  commit  himself  to  every  particular  of 
Smith's  interpretation.  And  this  recommenda- 
tion of  these  chapters  is  of  course  given  with 
the  understanding  that  Smith's  "remedy"  for 
the  present  deplorable  situation  among  South- 
ern Baptist  is  not  the  same  as  that  of  this  re- 
viewer. Smith,  editor  of  the  weekly  paper, 
Baptist  Bible  Tribune,  is  outside  the  S.  B.  C. 
and  advocates  that  the  "real  remedy  is  for  real 
Baptist  people  to  come  out"  of  the  S.  B.  C. 
system  (p.  67). 

Smith  gives  a  rather  extensive  survey  of  the 
testimony  of  the  Baptist  leaders  who  were  wit- 
nesses for  the  minority  in  the  famous  trial.  In 
showing  how  these  leaders  repudiated  the  Bap- 
tist principle  of  the  complete  autonomy  of  the 
local  church,  about  the  only  thing  that  could 
be  said  by  way  of  criticism  of  Smith's  hard- 
hitting attack  is  that  he  does  not  go  far 
enough;  thus  while  he  presents  the  testimony 
of  Dr.  W.  W.  Barnes,  Dr.  Harold  Tribble,  Dr. 
M.  A.  Huggins  and  the  Rev.  Douglas  Branch, 
he  does  not  discuss  the  testimony  given  by  Dr. 
E.  A.  McDowell.  This  is  surprising  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  Smith,  in  discussing  McDowell 
in  another  connection,  is  particularly  severe  on 
that  New  Testament  Professor  of  Southeastern 
Seminary.  This  is  more  surprising  in  view  of 
the  startlingly-unBaptistic  nature  of  Mc- 
Dowell's brief  but  significant  testimony  relat- 
ing to  the  New  Testament  concept  of  the 
church;  as  an  attorney  who  had  made  a  care- 
ful study  of  the  court  record  of  that  case  stated 
to  this  reviewer,  from  the  standpoint  of  Bap- 
tist principle,  McDowell's  testimony,  along 
with  Tribble's,  was  perhaps  the  "worst"  of  all. 

Smith  underscores  in  particular  the  Baptist 
leaders'  repudiation  of  their  own  writings.  And 
also  the  disregarding  of  the  plain  provisions  of 
the  constitution  of  the  S.  B.  C.  Smith  states: 


"...  the  foundational  principles  of  the 
Southern  Baptist  Convention  were  re- 
pudiated by  the  Convention's  own  leaders. 

"In  view  of  that  repudiation,  and  in 
view  of  the  Southern  Baptist  Convention's 
own  official  literature,  every  chapter  of  it 
proclaiming  exactly  opposite  to  the  claims 
made  by  its  officials  in  that  courtroom, 
that  Convention,  through  its  press  and 
its  leaders,  was  under  a  peremptory  moral 
obligation  to  repudiate  what  had  been 
said  and  done  in  its  name  at  Nashville, 
North  Carolina"  (p.  35)  . 
After  a  discussion,  in  the  last  three  chap- 
ters in  the  book  (chapters  9,  10,  11),  of  the 
shaping-up  of  things  toward  a  world  govern- 
ment and  a  universal  religion  and  of  the  place 
of  Southern  Baptists  within  this  developing 
scheme,  —  he  states  in  his  conclusion: 

"There  has  never  been  a  time  in  the  Con- 
vention's history  when  it  had  such  an 
enormous  obligation  to  demonstrate  a 
great  vitality  and  integrity  with  respect  to 
the  historic  Baptist  principle  of  the  dig- 
nity, authority  and  independence  of  the 
local  church  as  it  has  today,  when  ecclesi- 
astical and  civil  totalitarianism  are  settling 
down  on  the  earth  like  the  darkness  of 
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"SystemaHc  Study"  continues  to  grow  in  popularity 
among  Bible  believers,  espeiaily  Baptists.  Forty-three 
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^  Egypt. 

"What  a  splendid  opportunity  these  eccle- 
siastical leaders  had  in  that  North  Carolina 
trial  church  trial  to  re-light  the  fires  of  religious 
liberty.  .  .  . 

"There  in  that  trial  these  leaders  were 
handed  the  constitution  of  the  Southern  Bap- 
tist Convention.  Their  attention  was  especially 
called  to  Article  IV,  the  Southern  Baptists' 
Bill  of  Rights.  'What  about  this  constitution, 
with  its  Bill  of  Rights?'  the  official  historian 
[Dr.  W.  W.  Barnes]  was  asked. 

"Suppose  he  had  replied:  'This  is  our  con- 
stitution. This  Article  IV  is  our  Bill  of  Rights. 
This  is  an  honest  constitution.  It  says  what  it 
means  and  it  means  what  it  says.  .  .  . 

'Southern  Baptist  paper  is  honest  paper, 
backed  up  and  sustained  by  the  integrity 
of  the  Southern  Baptist  Convention.  That 
paper  can  be  cashed  at  its  face  value  here 
in  this  court.  That  paper  can  be  cashed 
at  its  face  value,  anytime,  anywhere  on 
the  face  of  the  earth,' 

"Suppose  the  official  historian  had 
talked  like  that?  Suppose  the  other  eccle- 
siastical leaders  had  talked  like  that?  They 
would  have  thrilled  the  whole  country. 
They  would  have  struck  an  irreparable 
blow  against  all  the  'independent'  Baptist 
groups.  Following  that  trial,  if  they  had 
talked  like  that,  the  'independent'  Baptist 
enterprise  would  have  had  to  reform  its 
lines.  I  certainly  would  never  covet  the  job 
of  defending  'independent'  Baptists  against 
such  talk  as  that"  (pp.  65-66),  emphasis 
supplied). 

Concerning  one  chapter  in  this  brochure, 
however,  this  reviewer  must  register  a  basic 
criticism.  That  is  chapter  8,  which  is  entitled, 
"Are  The  Charges  True?"  The  "charges"  re- 
ferred to  are  those  made  by  the  majority  of  the 
North  Rocky  Mount  Church,  which  withdrew 
from  the  S.  B.  C.  alleging  that  the  Convention 
"tolerates  and  accepts  liberalism  and  unbelief 
and  apostasy  in  some  of  its  seminaries  and 
schools." 

This  reviewer  is  not  concerned  at  this  point 
to  discuss  the  question  of  whether  or  not  these 
charges  are  true;  the  only  concern  at  present 
is  as  to  whether  or  not  Smith  has  made  out  a 
convincing  case  that  these  charges  are  true. 

Smith's  strongest  point  in  this  connection 
concerns  the  several  men  of  known  liberal  per- 
suasion who,  over  a  period  of  years,  have  been 
invited  to  lecture  at  Southern  Seminary  in 
Louisville,  Ky.  It  would  fairly  be  presumed 
that  those  in  charge  of  arranging  for  such  lec- 
tures would  ordinarily  see  to  it  that  men  rep- 
resentative of  their  general  viewpoint  would  be 
obtained. 

Many  of  his  observations  in  this  chapter 


seem  far  wide  of  the  mark.  Thus  he  raises  a 
question  about  the  orthodoxy  of  Dr.  William 
A.  Mueller,  of  Southern  Seminary,  mentioning 
in  particular  the  fact  that  he  had  received  a 
degree  from  Union  Theological  Seminary,  N. 
Y.  Smith  then  proceeds  to  list  several  of  the 
radical  features  of  Union  Seminary,  and  this 
apparently  is  supposed  to  lead  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  therefore  Mueller,  a  graduate  of  that 
institution,  must  to  some  extent  partake  of 
those  radical  features.  Such  an  argument  is 
hardly  convincing,  however,  since  several  of 
the  staunch  defenders  of  traditional  Chris- 
tianity have  studied  in  the  radical  institutions 
of  Germany,  endeavoring  thereby  to  become 
better  acquainted  with  unorthodox  thought  so 
as  to  be  better  able  to  defend  historic  Chris- 
tianity. 

Particularly  unconvincing  to  this  reviewer 
is  Smith's  representation  of  Dr.  E.  A.  Mc- 
Dowell, formerly  Professor  of  New  Testament 
in  Southern  Seminary  and  more  recently  in 
Southeastern  Seminary.  The  attitude  of  this 
reviewer  to  McDowell's  testimony  on  the  doc- 
trine of  the  church  has  been  stated  above;  and, 
as  has  been  stated  elsewhere,  this  reviewer  does 
not  believe  that  it  is  possible  for  us  to  be  justi- 
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fied  in  retaining  McDowell  as  professor  in  one 
of  our  institutions  committed  to  the  teaching 
of  Baptist  doctrine.  Nevertheless,  this  reviewer 
does  not  believe  that  Smith  has  successfully 
made  out  his  case  against  what  McDowell 
wrote  for  the  Baptist  Sunday  School  Board's 
"Adult  Quarterly"  for  the  first  quarter  of  1949. 
Smith  raises  sharp  objection  to  McDowell's 
saying  that  the  Apostle  Paul  made  use  of  "tra- 
dition" in  obtaining  information  about  Jesus. 
McDowell  had  written: 

"Though  Paul  himself  was  not  ac- 
quainted with  Jesus  in  the  flesh,  he  was 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  men  who 
knew  Jesus,  and  he  made  it  his  business 
to  learn  all  that  he  could  about  Jesus  and 
his  earthly  ministry.  He  tells  us  in  Gala- 
tians  how  after  his  conversion  he  went  up 
to  Jerusalem  'to  visit  Cephas  (Peter),  and 
tarried  with  him  fifteen  days'  (1:18  ASV). 
Paul's  letters  show  that  he  relied  upon  the 
same  traditions  that  were  used  by  Mat- 
thew, Mark,  Luke,  and  John  in  the  com- 
pilation of  the  Gospels.  There  is  a  striking 
similarity,  for  instance,  between  the  teach- 
ings in  Romans  12  and  13  and  the  Ser- 
mon on  the  Mount  in  Matthew. 

"Paul  was  very  careful  in  the  handling 
of  the  material  that  came  to  him  concern- 
ing the  life,  death,  teachings,  and  resur- 
rection of  Jesus.  This  is  seen  in  what  he 
says  about  delivering  to  the  Corinthians 
the  tradition  concerning  the  resurrection 
(I  Cor.  15:3-8)  and  the  tradition  concern- 
ing the  Lord's  Supper  (I  Cor.  11:23-26)." 
Now  the  word  "tradition"  simply  refers  to 
that  which  has  been  "handed  down."  To  say 
that  Paul  made  use  of  traditions  about  Jesus 
is  merely  to  say  that  he  made  use  of  informa- 
tion that  had  been  handed  down. 

But,  still,  is  it  correct  to  say  that  Paul  did 
make  use  of  tradition?  Smith  is  quite  certain 
that  it  is  not  correct  to  say  this  and  that  there- 
fore McDowell  has  made  a  serious  departure 
from  orthodoxy.  After  quoting  the  passage 
written  by  McDowell  which  we  have  just 
quoted,  Smith  says: 

"And  they  call  this  shallow  stuff  scholar- 
ship! .  .  . 

"And  now,  what  about  McDowell  and 
'the  traditional  sources'  from  which,  ac- 
cording to  McDowell,  Paul  got  the  infor- 
mation for  his  epistles. 

"What  does  Paul  himself  say  about  all 
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this? 
"He  says  .  .  . 

But  I  certify  you,  brethren,  that  the 
gospel  which  was  preached  of  me  is  not 
after  man.  For  I  neither  received  it  of 
man,  neither  was  I  taught  it,  BUT  BY 
THE  REVELATION  OF  JESUS 
CHRIST  (Gal.  l:llf.)  [emphasis 
Smith's] 

"McDowell  says  that  what  Paul  said 
about  the  Lord's  Supper  is  evidence  that 
Paul  got  his  information  from  'traditional 
sources.'  .  .  . 

"Who  taught  Paul  all  that?  McDowell 
says  that  he  got  it  from  Peter  and  the 
other  apostles  —  from   the  'traditional 
sources.'  But  what  does  Paul  say  about 
this?  Paul  savs,  'I  received  it  of  the  Lord'!" 
(pp.  4142)  ' 
But  it  is  by  no  means  necessary  to  look  at 
this  matter  in  just  the  way  that  Smith  does, 
regardless  as  to  how  unreservedly  one  accepts 
the  authority  of  the  Bible.  Perhaps  the  leading 
scholarly  defender  of  orthodox  Christianity  in 
the  century  has  been  J.  Gresham  Machen.  And 
he  took  essentially  the  same  position  in  regard 
to  Paul's  using  traditional  sources  that  Mc- 
Dowell has  taken.  Machen  has  written: 

"Was  Paul  indifferent  to  tradition?  In 
I  Cor.  xv.  3  he  himself  attests  the  con- 
trary; he  places  tradition — something  that 
he  had  received — at  the  very  foundation 
of  his  missionary  preaching.  Tor  I  deliv- 
ered unto  you  among  the  first  things,'  he 
says,  'that  which  I  also  received.'  The  word 
'received'  here  certainly  designates  infor- 
mation obtained  by  ordinary  word  of 
mouth,  not  direct  revelation  from  the 
risen  Christ;  and  the  content  of  what  was 
'received'  fixes  the  source  of  the  informa- 
tion pretty  definitely  in  the  fifteen  days 
which  Paul  spent  with  Peter  at  Jerusalem. 
It  is  almost  universally  admitted  that  I 
Cor.  xv.  3ff.  contains  the  tradition  of  the 
Jerusalem  Church  with  regard  to  the 
death  and  resurrection  of  Jesus.  ...  [In  I 
Cor.  xi.  23]  the  word  'from'  .  .  .  seems  to 
indicate  not  the  immediate  but  the  ulti- 
mate source  of  what  is  revealed.  Further- 
more, the  word  'received'  in  I  Cor.  xv.  3 
certainly  refers  to  ordinary  information  ob- 
tained from  eyewitnesses;  it  is  natural 
therefore  to  find  a  similar  usage  of  the 
word  in  I  Cor.  xi.  23.  It  is  natural  to  in- 
terpret one  passage  after  the  analogy  of 
the  other.  In  I  Cor.  xv.  3ff.  Paul  is  cer- 
tainly appealing  to  ordinary  traditions; 
probablv,  therefore,  he  is  also  doing  so  in 
I  Cor.  xi.  23ff."  (The  Origin  of  Paul's 
Religion,  Wm.  B.  Eerdmans,  Grand 
Rapids,  reprint  1947,  pp.  144-145,  149) 
What,  then,  about  the  passage  from  Gala- 
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tians,  which  Smith  emphasized,  where  Paul 
states  that  he  did  not  receive  his  gospel  from 
man,  "but  by  the  revelation  of  Jesus  Christ"? 
Here  is  Machen's  explanation: 

"What  then  does  Paul  mean  in  Gala- 
tians  when  he  says  that  he  received  his 
gospel  directly  from  Christ?  The  answer 
is  perfectly  plain.  He  does  not  mean  that 
when  he  drew  near  to  Damascus  on  that 
memorable  day  he  knew  none  of  the  facts 
about  fesus;  he  does  not  mean  that  after 


that  day  his  knowledge  of  the  facts  was 
not  enriched  by  intercourse  with  Jesus' 
friends.  What  Jesus  really  gave  him  near 
Damascus  was  not  so  much  the  facts  as  a 
new  interpretation  of  the  facts.  ...  he 
obtained  a  new  interpretation  of  the  facts; 
he  obtained  that  new  interpretation  not 
by  human  intermediation,  not  by  reflec- 
tion upon  the  testimony  of  the  disciples, 
not  by  the  examples  of  the  holy  martyrs, 
but  by  revelation  from  Jesus  Himself. 
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Jesus  Himself  appeared  to  him"  (ibid.,  pp. 
145-146). 

Whether  or  not  one  accepts  Machen's  ex- 
planation of  these  passages  of  Scripture,  what 
he  has  thus  written  should  make  it  plain 
enough  that  one  can  be  thoroughly  committed 
to  the  complete  authority  of  the  Scripture — as 
Machen  certainly  was — and  agree  with  Mc- 
Dowell in  saying  that  Paul  made  use  of  "tra- 
ditions" concerning  Jesus. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  this  reviewer  that  efforts 
that  are  made  to  prove  departure  from  ortho- 
doxy by  referring  to  certain  Southern  Baptist 
writings  usually  center  upon  writings  that  can 
not  be  made  to  disclose  such  a  verdict;  there 
are  certain  writings,  however,  that  could 
profitably  be  considered  in  this  connection. 
Such  a  writing  will  be  considered  in  next 

month's  issue,  {the  Faith'Boof  Ilouse  }  (J-  M-  B) 


Victorious  Praying.  By  Alan  Redpath, 
Fleming  Revell  Co.,  $2.00. 

This  book  is  a  treatise  on  what  is  com- 
monly called  "The  Lord's  Prayer,"  a  prayer  to 
be  prayed  by  our  Lord's  disciples,  and  which 
the  author  calls  "The  Family  Prayer."  The 
author  s  spiritual  insight  into  the  meaning  of 
this  prayer  is,  to  the  discerning  reader,  like  a 
breath  of  fresh  cool  air  on  a  hot  summer  day. 
To  my  knowledge,  this  is  the  most  important 
book  on  the  Lord's  Prayer  that  has  been  pub- 
lished in  my  life-time.  To  adequately  review 
it  in  a  few  sentences  is  a  matter  of  impossi- 
bility. I  believe  the  best  I  can  do  is  to  give  you 
two  or  three  "sample"  quotations  from  its 
pages : 

"No  wonder  this  petition,  'Lead  us  not 
into  temptation/  finds  a  place  in  our 
hearts  daily.  How  we  dread  to  meet  the 
enemy,  for  we  know  how  weak  we  are! 
Unless  the  Lord  matches  the  onslaughts  of 
the  devil  with  His  omnipotent  strength, 
we  will  go  on  wallowing  in  the  mire. 

'Yield  not  to  temptation, 
For  yielding  is  sin; 

Each  victory  will  help  you 
Some  other  to  win/ 
"So  goes  a  familiar  hymn,  but  I'm  sorry 
to  say  I  cannot  agree  with  it.  No  victory 
over  temptation  makes  us  stronger  than 
we  were  before.  If  we  think  it  does,  we 
shall  fail.  It  was  that  false  supposition 
which  caused  Joshua's  armies  to  lose  the 
battle  of  Ai  after  victory  at  Jericho.  They 
thought  that  conquering  Jericho  had  made 
them  strong,  and  that  little  Ai  would  be 
easy  to  overcome.  (Page  97) 

"When  we  say,  Lord,  deliver  us  from 
evil',  we  find  the  limitless  breadth  of  that 
prayer  covering  everything  that  makes  our 


bodies  ache  and  our  hearts  break  and  our 
consciences  guilty  and  sore.  There  is  no 
boundary  to  the  evil  which  has  gripped 
this  world.  There  is  no  limit  to  the  evil 
which  has  gripped  our  hearts  and  molested 
our  lives.  Evil  is  the  thing  against  which 
we  Christians  battle  every  day  of  our  ex- 
perience." 

It  is  impossible  for  an  earnest  Christian  to 
read  "Victorious  Praying"  without  getting  a 
spiriual  uplift.  (I.  W.  R.) 


Plenty,  Priscilla.  By  Helen  R.  Mann,  Wm. 
B.  Eerdmans  Publishing  Company,  257  pages, 
$3.00. 

Here  is  another  historical  novel  by  the 
author,  the  other  one  being  Gallant  Warrior, 
and  both  picturing  the  life  and  times  of  the 
people  of  New  England  in  the  17th  and  18th 

centuries. 

Priscilla  Appleton,  the  charming  beauty  of 
the  little  village  of  Ipswich  Center,  is  wooed 
and  won  by  Joseph  Capen,  the  young  and 
capable  pastor  of  a  nearby  church.  Pastor 
Capen  has  to  meet  some  problems  that  mod- 
ern pastors  do  not  face,  one  of  which  was 
witchcraft.  His  unusual  discernment  and  love 
for  his  people  enables  him  to  meet  these  prob- 
lems in  a  tactful  and  effective  way.  Priscilla 
and  Joseph's  love  for  each  other  is  a  thing  of 
joy  and  beauty. 

It  would  be  hard  to  find  a  more  wholesome 
story  both  for  young  and  old.         (I.  W.  R.) 


Twelve  Great  Questions  about  Christ.  By 
Clarence  E.  McCartney,  Baker  Book  House, 
$2.50. 

Concerning  the  author,  Dr.  J.  Gresham 
Machen,  in  the  Foreword,  is  quoted  as  saying, 
"Dr.  McCartney  is  a  preacher  because  he  has 
a  message — a  message  which  it  is  reasonable 
to  accept.  .  .  .  When  he  comes  forth  into  the 
pulpit  he  comes  from  a  secret  place  of  medi- 
tation and  power,  and  with  the  message  which 
God  has  given  him  to  deliver." 

The  questions  with  which  the  author  deals 
are:  1.  Was  Christ  Born  of  the  Virgin  Mary? 
2.  Did  Christ  Fulfill  Prophecy?  3.  Was  Christ 
an  Original  Teacher?  4.  Did  Christ  Work 
Miracles?  5.  Was  Christ  the  Son  of  God?  6. 
Did  Christ  Die  for  Our  Sins?  7.  Did  Christ 
Rise  from  the  Dead?  8.  Did  Christ  Ascend 
into  Heaven?  9.  Jesus  and  Paul  —  Do  They 
Differ?  11.  Will  Another  Jesus  Do?  12.  Have 
New  Foes  Risen  Against  Christ? 

The  author's  trumpet  gives  no  uncertain 
sound  concerning  these  great  Bible  questions. 
A  timely  book  is  this  for  the  day  in  which  we 
live.  Get  it  and  carefully  read  it,  and  your 
faith  will  be  strengthened.  (I.  W.  R.) 


